Groden epilogue 



After G.J. Sijyvpoon, former football and TV c.CLmmercial star, vras acquitted 

of- murdering his former wife and the young % man who was murdered with her, both Jfe 

C i d i W\ ) h jb 

families filgcl a civil action agaiii3t damages' r esulting Urth^a T from 

tKose murders? One of the items of alleged evidence in th^ cr i n case were 

j£ 

shojfcprints in blood at the scene of the murders. They were said to have been 



made by ^runo hagli shoes, imps on 9^5 stated he had not worn any Bruno 1 . agli 

Simpson's s urvivors and those of 

( shoes# T^e lasers for Xl *icole 3Br own "fcfep&on- and \onald Goldman produced a. photo# 

* *2 ^ i '• -r /u. : ( k .‘ .*•. 

graph stdd to be of °imoson wearing Bruno i'iagli shoes. 'Long aft er this manuscript 

j ^ 

was completed, ^roden appeared as a witness for a impson. m then testified that 



the photogj^ph was a fake. Then he yas qross- 
t\X^/ (J/> y> ^VfQg 

Christma.ig^o n Wednesday, December 18, 1996.1 



led. His testimony began before 
aM\ Kr. 



was resumed after the Christmas 



recess. 



The transcript of that testimony adds a dimension to Sroden. 

\Je have seen him ^lf -portrayed as a tl^It and as a subject-matter ignoramus# % 
. .Under oath in that testimony he was also a liar. 0*\ 

(k^TUr^- ^ 

There should be no ninunderstcA&ing of the meaning of "liar t M The Uandom 
„ it 

^use unabridged dictionery defines } liar sa simply as "cne who tolls lies," 



It lias more and longer descriptions ofCYlie*" For ouiT purposes the first two 
3 uf f ice 2 

lie: 1 # s false statement made :ith the deliberate intent to deceive; 

an intentional untruth; a falsehood. 2^Something intended to er serving 

to co.cvey a false impression." 

The picture in question wah^published by the supermafcet tabloid. The 

cti 0 na, 1 2 &r, ip-r er .After ^rgden alleged the picture vras a fake the inqui rer 

zrjjr&l/'U ' JcqjiA ^ 
went after him hard. The mainly headline on its 3t#ry in itB^arJjfary 7, 19^T/ 

isoue is ”0.J.'s(tKOT0 2BEiI IS i iHlMlVlhe subhead is, "His ei-bs^bos. 




4UA- 



The lav/yer should have asked him to explain that y 'involvement , " and whether 
lie was saying that he T/rote fivo books. fie did not. 



t 



Hroden epilogue— 2 



sayjJ: 'He's a nut & a li:.r -his head is full of nonsense. 



tl* 



The quotation is of ilot-’S 




lay professor u . Robert Slavey, who had been 

. 4 ^ 1 ***}£-) 

chief counsel and sa staff direct&r ot the HcuseYassassins committee /±X had used 
* . 

u rcden as a photographic consultant. Th ehna uirer quotes Blakey as telling it that 
"If &rcden told ne l&k it was 12 noon, I v/oi^Ld loo.: at ny watch. I would ^ever 
rely on him for a factual answer 



<© Vh, ffoi.te LU€ woe ^ 

2pq uirer. the lawyers, Blakey and jaot al out all others who were not of 



that description referred to 'Atoden as "a conspiracy nut." 

As we have setn, that intended insult is really a compliment 

^ At' the beginning of his testimony, when questioned by Stopson's lawyer, Dan 

»( 

T.eonard, and asked ahnut /how are you presentely employed?" the high-school 
dropout Groden replied, "Pa a writer." 

Later, under cress examination , when asked how many booWho had written, 

Z/f hfrie 

Gr&den/s evasive response is that lie was involved in five books. 

What we have examined that bears his name is hardly the writing of books. 

It is a collection of nothing but captions, and they are, as we have seen, not 
dopeddable at all. 

(r^odan is not a writer and he had virtually nothing to^fo woth those other 
j^boo i ■:ith wliich ha was associated so those who wrote them could use his pictures 
and seek to commercialise hi3 supposed 4 siiojcct^-matter expertise that does 
not exist. 

-n th course of seeking to accredit ^roden -Leonard asked him about the 

■^ouse committee for which he had worked. Grroden could not even give a straight 

answer when asked Nt"what that CQmnia«ttee was." 

A. The House Assassination Committee or the House Committee on 
! Assassinations, as it was formerly known, was an organization or group formed 
by Congress to investigate the work of the Warren Commission. They were to 
j study the Warren Report, to question witnesses that may not have been 
questioned by the Warren Commission, and to determine the accuracy or 
fallacy of the Warren Commission report. 




2 / 







ExQ9pt|! n -nt the connittcow (rather than "formed) by the Congress, 

a3 all commit tecs of the £$^;rocs are, not a v/ord of this is true . Again the 
unending fL gnor . nee. 



3 fols 



t 
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Groden has as little connection with rending as he does with writing. 
2ft\ch ^ Gong essional committee is created by a resolution. That resolution states 



4; reaolu 



- * — X 



whart the committee is to do. Each committee prints i^s resolution in its hearings 

The co n mittee for which ^roden worked was not created "to investigate the work Ij 

of the Warren ^onmissicn. 11 Eor was it created "to study the barren Report or 

^to determine th& accuracy of fallacy of the Warren Commission report." 

E‘his was ^voden being Groden, ignorant and making it up as he goes. 

That committee was created to conduct two investigations, not the one jrjiat 

can be interpreted as reflected in what Qroden said, ^t was to scanosat conduct its 

/ t/ 

cen investigations of not only the assassination of President Aepnedy but also 
what (groden, who worked for it for several years did not the assassination 

of liartin Luther Ai-ig, Jr .On* the* hing assassination alone, aside from the 
committee 1 sXj^gjyjy off icial report it published thirqeen volumes of hearings on 
the ik ing assassination alone* 

He spent(years working for tliat committee and did not known what it was 
supposed to do! 

Groden was asked by plaintiff '3 counsel r eter Gelblun hoi.’ much he was paid 
for e^imLning that picture and testifying about it. Groden said he had, until 



3 



then, been paid wb,UU^Gelblum then oci«« asked, "That's pretty serious 
money if or you, isn^/ it, AA r. Groden, # 8 , 000 ?" ^ 

"Mt really, no," was ^rodens false response. &s Geli^Lmi hinted at in asking 
next, 1 Veil, as recently as a few months ago, werenfc(t you spending some of your 
time out on the street in ^ejpey Place hawking videotapes?" 

"I was selling my videotapes, yes," groden admitted. 



asked again, "How, why don^t you tell the jury what you do for a laving?" 
Groden lied agai^l^ying, "I'm a writer." 

deride 3 trn ,q,,r>Mv^^^Jon*hApn , wllich 




3A 



Actually, noot of hi£ life Grodea had been employed either in photo labs 



or in repairing photo eauipme 



£ 



'4 fols 



t 
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Besides quite literally trying to sell his V^Lchgotape to passershy ^in 

IGvtV 

■^ealey Plasa Groden was part of a dif xerSnt (loafercializatjon and exploitation 
of -the* assassination, what he referred to as a linoiisij/g tour of tl*fe motorcade 




On hi3 alleged expertise in "determining the authenticity of a nhotograph" 

t 

the fifty-one year old Groden^had Ijacf'one such job, fourteen years earlier, v 
for Tha “atlonAl Bno-rf.rer^ W >U^ f <^> 

In seeking "jfo accredit binself as an expert grodon had stated, "I've been 
called twice to testify before the Assassination Record (sic) review Board" (it is 
Record^). Asked what it is he again was grossly ignorance and gave an answer that 
was not true. ?hi3 foil wed: 

Q. What is the Assassination Record Review Board? 

A. The Assassination Record Review Board does an investigation is going on 
now to try to determine what issues relating to the assassination, photographic 
and documentary, should be released to the public. 

Q. You didn’t testify, you didn’t give expert testimony before them about 
altered photographs, did you? 

A. I believe I did. 

Q. Well, in fact, sir, you were deposed twice by the Assassination Records 
Review Board relating to your theft of photos from the government when you 
worked in the House Select Committee, correct? 

MR. LEONARD: Objection. That There’s a lack of foundation. It’s 

argumentative. I’d asked to approacfi(ar this point. 

Q. (BY MR. GELBLUM) Isn’t that correct? 

THE COURT: Overruled. You can answer yes or no. 

A. No, that is not. If you’re asking if I stole photographs from the government, 
the answer is absolutely no. 

Q. (BY MR. GELBLUM) I’m asking you the subject of what you put on your 
resume is your testimony before the Assassination Records Review Board, it 
was not expert testimony, it was depositions that you were required to submit to 
about the subject of your theft of government documents, correct? 




5A 



^ If c± assas sination 

He had not the remotest ideajjwhere any government Agency had^aJiy/record. Tt 

had not disclosed or wliat those records are. 
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In his usual perpetual a tats of ignorance and with his usual naming it all 
up as he goes groden was jrfpoVfmt of the actual purpose of t/iat board. I^as, as 
a natter of law, by order of th£ Cong. -ess, to see to it that all possible 
aSQ ?. SSimtion records were disclosed by all agencies. -4 ea was not to /^dtermine 
wj^ptheo they "should be released." The Congress had decided that and had ordered 
that they bo released. 



Groden|statenent that he gave "expert testimony" is likewise false. '5~fl£/\/ 
Depita his deni Is there is no question about it, ho stole photos when ^ 
lie worked for tl-iat committee. , 






-.Tien G^blum dbked ‘-coden about the "tabliiid"nie w^Treferring to the 



scandal3heet weekly, the supermarket tabloid: 

J 

Q. Okay. In December 1991, sir, didn’t you sell autopsy photographs of John F. 
Kennedy to the "Globe" tabloid? * 

A. I did not. 

Q. Okay. Did you enter into a contract with the "Globe" to sell autopsy photos 
of John F. Kennedy for $50,000, sir? 

A. I did not. 

Q. Do you recognize what I’m putting in front of you now? 

MR. LEONARD: Your Honor, I object, not relevant. 

THE COURT: Overruled. 

(Witness is handed magazine.) 

A. Yes, I recognize it. 

Q. What is it? 

A. It a copy of the "Globe" dated December 31, 1991. 

Q. (BY MR. GELBLUM) And the cover story is about autopsy photos of John 
F. Kennedy, correct? 

A. That is correct. 

MR. GELBLUM: I’d like to mark next in order, a contract between you and the 
"Globe” for the sale of those photographs. 

Q. (BY MR. GELBLUM) Is that what that is, sir? 

(Witness reviews document.) 

A. Would you repeat the question. 

Q. Yes, sir. 

MR. GELBLUM: What’s the number on that? 

THE CLERK: 2286. 

(The instrument herein described as a copy of appendix to hearings was marked 
for identification as Plaintiffs’ Exhibit No. 2286.) 

Q. (BY MR. GELBLUM) Exhibit 2286, that’s a contract between you and the 
"Globe" bearing your signature on page 2, for $50,000 to sell autopsy 








photographs of John F. Kennedy to the "Globe," isn’t it, sir? 

A. No, it is not. 

Q. Okay. Is your name on it? 

A. Yes, it is. 

Q. Okay. And you’re agreeing to sell some photographs for $50,000? 

A. No, I’m not. 

Q. What are you agreeing to do, sir? 

A. To give them exclusive rights to a story about autopsy photographs being 
faked and to consult with them for the writing of such a story. 

Q. Okay. And you gave them the photographs to use in the story? 

A. I allowed them to use the photographs in the story. 

Q. You were paid $50,000 for that, right? 

A. Yes. 

Q. So you didn’t sell them the photos, you just sold them the right to publish 
the photos? 

A. I sold them the rights to the story and allowed them to use the photographs 
in the stor/ to prove a point. 

Q. Those are some of the photos you obtained from the House Select 
Committee when you were there? 

A. That’s correct. 1 

Q. Those are autopsy photos of John F. Kennedy, right? 

A. That’s correct. 



tie lb 1 urn issed a point in not asking u rodsn ■what legal right he had to have 
those autopsy photographs a^.vrell as ho?; he got then. n e had no right to then and 



could have gotten then only an the result of a theft. 




ompusei’va 
himself seeia core importer? 



aijprbpriate and pointed comment on this v;hen he unloaded 
Lifton has spent most of his life seeking to make 






put others down^aw the real opportunity 



^h^^en him with his dishonest explanation of what b£ cot that 550,000 for. 

Itessal built himself up a little first: 

On Friday, 12/20/96, I sat in the second row and watched the cross examination 
of Robert Groden by Goldman family attorney Peter Gelbluin. ' ' 









I personally spent hours with the plaintiffs attorneys, and ended up going to 
court with them that morning, sitting next to Peter Gclblum’s wife, in the 
second row, right behind Fred Goldman. 

£ i i 0 " 8 t timC reSid T° f Los Angeles-a city I really love (and someone who 

pTaJ’lir , • JUS ‘ 15 bl0CkS fr0m where ,hese lw ° mur ders take. 

J2 , t l d ° n ‘ want 10 sce someone a,tem Pt to literally "invent" reasonable 
uoubt; to create the appearance of a gigantic conspiracy to “frame OJ" - a 

J 7 a ' thC Cr ? inaJ ,nal '' and aHCmp ‘ a ® ain 10 -^t 

same son of thing, only now. at the civil trial, with this photograph. 






After caking Masolf (i.;pgrtai±, and£houing ho nuch pull he had to not 

/uJtTkJ'iM/' i 

only have been : 



only havA been'~I^T~tlTnr courtroo^fbat so close to the principals, he had this comment/, 
which begins with his emphasis on hie importance a3 represented by sitting 
withjbhooe who were doing the suing: 



JM 




Sitting in the second row, l was incredulous at Groden ’s explanation. 
I /He is claiming that Globe paid him $50,000 for his "story", and that the 
V photographs were provided free! (That is like a prostitute claiming: "Oh no 
your honor. I never had illegal sex. These men paid me the money to talk to me, 
to tell me the problems they were having in their marriages, and in their lives 
in general. As for the sex— that was free!" 



0 ) 



f Lii 2 fon* a comment is mon? than justified. 

Simps on <-3 lawyfers must have felt despar ate in calling ^roden. /they called 
him as an' expert witness without any checking, on somec^e* s word. Scions like maybe 
Oliver °tone, who ws3 high on ^roden from the uses he made of him in and in pre- 
poring for liis limasli hit movie, JTKr- U/tu&k U* 4 * 

Jxfe sparate or not, they got Idcked in the tebth, ^/.pson with them. 

Without Woden and his ph/niness, hue lies, hi, 5 exaggerations, his misrep- 
resent ‘ 1 ^ 

exposure 



lenustxon^ and his endless evasnoi^^ all of which attracted attention and deMarded 
and i^tralTSSl, it all rested onjfl a picture published by the supermarket ^ 



. tabloid ^uit f aiie ^hep al_, was not regarded as,de«indable. The attention Groden / 
attracted to those sheen m t>art<tct ~ 



led to further se&rches for such piotl re 

pictures and lol thirty of them, all of better quality, all by a professio.ial 

photographer, were remembered fro.', years earlier when Gimspon was at a buffalo 

Allla professional football game, '-abutting Groden also involved professionals who 

had what Groden did not havea^ the proper education^^S^i-aiiiii^ ~~qjt trr .nr.yr; — 

professional e::porie>/ace. iss. In effect eroden nade t ose shofc ths central part of 

of case. The plaintiffs endec/ the case immediately after the effective rebuttals 

they were able to present ^ the jury. That left those shoe.; in the front of the ninds 

of those jurors, tho last think Simpson's lawyers wanted and what the lawyers for 

the plaintiffs might well have preferred. , 

They sfld^d ths case January 16, ten days afterthe recess ended. 



